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A bstract

In this paper we w ill discuss the optin al risk transfer problem s when
risk m easures are generated by G -expectations, and we present the rela—
tionship between infoconvolution ofG -expectations and the infconvolution
of drivers G .
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B row nian m otion

1 Introduction

Coherent risk m easures were Introduced by Artzner et al. [L] In nie
probability spaces and lately by D elbaen [8,9] In generalprobability spaces.
The fam ily of coherent risk m easures was extended later by Folm er and
Schied [10,11] and, independently, by Frittelli and R osazza G ianin [12,13]
to the class of convex risk m easures.

T he notion of g-expectations was introduced by Peng [15] as solutions
to a class of nonlinear Backw ard Stochastic D i erential Equations BSDE
In short) which were rst studied by Pardoux and Peng [14]. Financial
applications were discussed In detailby E1K arouiet al. [6].

Let us Introduce the optim alrisk transferm odelwe are concemed w ith.
Thism odel can be brie y described as follow s:

Two econom ic agents A and B are considered, who assess the risk as—
sociated w ith their respective positions by risk m easures a and . The
issuer, agent A, wih the total risk capial X, wants to issue a nancial
product F and sell it to agent B for the price in order to reduce his risk

C orresponding author


http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.5398v1

exposure. His ob pctive is to m inim ize 5 K F + )wih respect to F
and , whil the interest ofbuyer B is not to be exposed to a greater risk
after the transaction:

B E ) s 0):

U sing the cash translation invariance property, this optin ization problem
can be rew ritten in the sin pler form

J'?ﬁA(X F)+ g F)g:

Thisproblem was zrst studied by E 1K arouiand Pauline Barrieu ,3,4]
for convex risk m easures, in particular those described by g-expectation.

Related w ith the pioneering paper [1] on coherent risk m easures, sub—
linear expectations (or, m ore generally, convex expectations, see [10,11,13])
have becom e m ore and m ore popular for m odeling such risk m easures. In—
deed, In any sublinear expectation space ( ;H ; £) a coherent risk m easure

can bede ned in a simplkway by putting K ) =E[ X ; orx 2 H.

T he notion of a sublinear expectation nam ed G -expectation was rst
Introduced by Peng [17,18] in 2006. Com pared w ith g-expectations, the
theory of G -expectation is intrinsic In the sense that it is not based on
a given (linear) probability space. A G -expectation is a fully nonlinear
expectation. It characterizes the variance uncertainty of a random vari-
able. W e recall that the problem of m ean uncertainty has been studied
by Chen-Epstein through g-expectation in [B]. Under this fully nonlinear
G —expectation, a new type of Itd’s form ula has been obtained, and the
existence and uniqueness for stochastic di erential equation driven by a
G B rownian m otion have been shown. For a m ore detailed description the
reader is referred to Peng’s recent papers [17,18,19].

T his paper focuses on the m entioned optin ization problem where the
g—risk m easures are replaced by one din ensional G -expectations, ie., the
problm :

A

Be, Eg,K1= :'?fﬂﬁslm Fl+ B¢, F Ig:

Them ain ain ofthispaper is to present the relationship between the above
introduced opeJ:atorEAG1 ﬁGz [ 1and the G—expecta’cjonEAG1 G,[ 1. More
precisely, we show that both operators coincide ifG; G, € 1 :

In this paperwe constrain ourselves to one din ensionalG -expectation,
them ulidin ensional case ism uch m ore com plicated and we hope to study
this case in a forthcom ing publication.

O ur approach ism ainly based on the recent resultsby Peng [19] which
allow to show thatE\G1 ﬁGz [ ]constructed by Infoonvolution oﬁG1 [ Jand
ﬁG , [ ]satis esthe properties of G -expectation. To ourbest know ledge, this
is the 1rst paper that uses the results of Theorem 4.1 .3 of [19] to prove
that a given nonlinear expectation is a G -expectation.



T hispaper isorganized as follow s: w hile basicde nitionsand properties
0fG ~expectation and G -Brownian M otion are recalled In Section 2, Section
3 states and proves the m ain result of this paper: IfG,; G, 6 1 ,then
E\Gl E\GZ [ ]also isa G -expectation and

Ecg, Eg,[ 1=E¢g, ¢, [ I

2 N otation and P relim inaries

The aim ofthis section is to recall som e basic de nitions and properties of
G -expectations and G B rownian m otions, which w ill be needed in the se—
quel. T he reader interested in a m ore detailed description of these notions
is referred to Peng’s recent papers [17,18,19].

A dapting Peng’s approach in [19], we ket be a given nonem pty funda-
m ental space and H be a linear space of real functions de ned on  such
that :

)12H.
i) H is stable with respect to local Lipschitz functions, ie. foralln 1,
and orallX ;25X 2 H," 2 CMPCR“);jtho]dsa]so " Xq1;u25Xp)2 H.

Recall that Cy, R™) denotes the space of all Iocal Lipschitz fiinctions
" over R" satisfying

I &) "3 Cca+ xF+ ¥yF)k yIxiy2RY;

forsome C > O;m 2 N dependingon ’ . The set H is iInterpreted as the
space of random variables de ned on

D e nition 2.1 A sublinear expectation E on H isa functionalH ! R
w ith the llow Ing properties : orallX ;Y 2 H , we have

(@) M onotonicity: ifX Y thenEK ] E I:

(o) P reservation of constants: o) cl= ¢; orall reals c.

(c) Sub-additivity (or property of selfdom inacy):

EXK] Ef] EXK Y]

(d) P ositive hom ogeneji:y:ﬁ[ X 1= o) K 1;8 0:

The tripke ( ;H ; E) is called a sublinear expectation sPage- Tt general-
izes the classical case of the linear expectation E K ] = Xdp; X 2
Ll( ;F ;P ); over a probability space ( ;F ;P ):M oreover, K )= ﬁ[ X ]
de nes a coherent risk m easure on H .



D e nition 2.2 Foraritrary n;m 1l;arandom vectorY = (Y1;Y2;::5Y,) 2
H™ H H :: H) issaid to be independent of X 2 H™ underE [ ]if
for each test function ’ 2 Cy, R™™ ) we have

VANIAY

Bl ®;Y)=EEl &Y )kex It

R em ark: In the case of linear expectation, this notion of independence is
Just the classical one. It is Im portant to note that under sublinear expec—
tations the condition Y is independent to X does not im ply autom atically
that X is independentto Y .

Let X = Kq1;u5X,) 2 H” be a given random vector. W e de ne a func—
tionalon C 5, R™) by

Fx [ 1=El ®)}’ 2 CyapR™):
It’seasytocheckthatﬁx [ ]lisasublinearexpectation de nedon ®;Cyyp R™)).
D e nition 2.3 G iven two sublinearexpectation spaces ( ;H ;£)and (S 1£;8),
two random vectors X 2 H" and Y 2 B¥" are said to be dentically dis—

tributed if for each test function ’ 2 C i3 R")

By P 1=8y [ I:

W e now Introduce the In portant notion ofG -nom aldistribution. For this,

t0 7 2 R,and kt G be the sublinear function:
1
G()==-(*"*" _? ); 2R:
2
Asusual T = maxf0; g and = ( )" :Given an arbitrary initial

condition ” 2 Cyy R), we denote by u- the unique viscosity solution of
the ollow iIng parabolic partial di erential equation PDE):

Quur (x) = G @RI, (t;x)); t;x)2 0;1) R;
w 0;x) =" x); X2 R:

D e nition 2.4 : A random variable X in a sub-expectation space ( ;H ;EA)
is called G_~—nom al distributed, and we w rite X N (©O; |'_2;_2]), if for
all’ 2 CL-]ijR);

A p-
Elf x+ X)]l=uw Gx); t;x)2 0;1) R:



Rem ark: From [18], we have the follow ng K oln ogrov-C hapm an chain
rule: o
ur t+ s;x) = E\[uf t;x + 'sX ); s O

In what ©llow s we w ill take as fiindam ental space the space C ¢ R*) of
all realvalied continuous functions (!¢)pr+ with !¢ = 0, equipped wih
the topology generated by the uniform convergence on com pacts.

For each xed T 0, we consider the follow ing space of local Lipschitz
functionals :

Hr =LipEr):
=X (1) =" (gimgly Jitinitn 2 BT 2 Cup R™ )im - 1g.
Furthemore, for0 s t;wede ne
Hi=LpE?):

=X (1)=" (g luiugley,, g ditinite1 2 Bith
"2 Cip R™)im 1g:

TisclarthatHY H¢ LipEr); ors t T:W e also ntroduce the
space
t

H=LpFE) = LipEn):

n=1

Obviously, LipF); LipE ) and Lip F ) are vector lattices.

W e w ill consider the canonical space and set
Be(')= !'y;£t2 0;1); for! 2

Obviously, for each t 2 [;1 );B: 2 LipF¢):Let G @) = G ~@) =
%(_2a+ _2a );a 2 R:W enow Introducea sub]jnearexpectafcjonEA de ned
onHt = LipEr);aswellason H = LipF ); via the Pllow Ing procedure:
Foreach X 2 Ht wih

X ="By ByiBy ByiuygBy, By, ,)i
and forall” 2 Cp R™) and 0=ty 1t < <ty T; m 1;we set
Elf By ByiBy ByiuyBy By )]
e
=Bl (tu Wiay t W 1.l

where (1;:5 o) is an m dim ensional random vector in som e sublinear
expectation space (§; IB;B); such that ; N (0; [ %;7?]) and i 1 is nde-
pendentof ( ;5 1);oralli= 1;:x5ym 1;m 2 N :The related conditional



expectation ofX = ' By, BBy, ByiniByg By ) underHy, is
de ned by

EX Hyl=E[I By BgiBy, ByiuiBy By )iyl
= By ByiuiBy By )

w here
p— p—
Gi7urxy) = Bl Rijuuxy; til 5 01739 W o o1n)D

W eknow from [18,19] that £ [ ]de nesoconsistently a sublinear expectation
on Lip (' ); satisfying (@)—(d) n De nition 2.1. The reader Interested In a
m ore detailed discussion is referred to [18,19].

D e nition 2.5 The expectation Bl ] :LipE ) ! R de ned through the
above procedure is called G —-expectation. T he corresponding canonical
process Bi)r o In the sublinear expectation iscalled a G ~Brownian m o-
tion on ( ;H; E).

At the end of this section we list som e usefulproperties that we w ill need

in Section 3.

P roposition 2.6 ([18,19]) The follow ing properties ofﬁ[ H] hold for
allX;Y 2H = LipEF) :

@)IEX Y,thenEX H ] EX Hl:

©HE[ Hil= ;Preacht2 D;1)and 2 He.

@EX H EYHI EX Y H:

AE[X Hel= "EX Hel+ E[ X H ] Preach 2 He.

W e also have

A

EEX HilHel= EX Hes); and in particular, EE K H 1= EK I:

Foreach X 2 Lip(FTt); o) K Hl= i) K ]; m oreover, the properties (o’) and
) mpy:ﬁp( + Hel= ﬁD( Hi]+ ;whenever 2 Hg:

W e w illneed also the follow ing tw o propositions, and for proofs the reader
is referred to [18,19].

P roposition 2.7 For each convex function ’ and each concave func-
tion wih '’ B:) and @) 2 Hy,wehave BF By)]= EF (W] and
E[ Buyl=E[ (W] where @ ). o isaBrownian motion under the lin—
ear expectation E .

P roposition 2.8 Let ﬁl[ ] andﬁz[ ]l be a G, and a G _,;, expecta-
tion on the space ( ;H); respectively. Then, if [_;; 1] [,; 2], wehave
B:X] E;XlandB;K He]l E,K Hel PrallX 2 H and allt O:



3 Infconvolution of G -expectations

The ain of this section is to state the main resul of this paper, that
is the relationshp between the infoonvolution ﬁGl EAG2 [ ]and the G-
expectation E\Gl G, 1. We begh with the de nitions necessary for the
understanding of these both expressions.

Forgwven0 _; ~i2R,¥1,.2,ktGi=G_ andwedenotebyﬁi[ ]the
G ;—expectation ﬁGi[ Jon (;H) E & CR+);L:ip(E‘ ))) : T he mfconvolution
of ;[ Jwitf,[ ], denoted by®; E,[ ]isde ned as :

B, E,X]= mfff1 X Fl+E,Flg; X 2H:
F2H

Noﬁoeﬂqatﬁl ﬁg[ ]J: H! R[f 1 g:

In the sam e way we de ne

G12G,X)= nffG1&® vy)+ Go)g; x2 R:
Yy2R

Observe also that G12G,( ) : R'!' R [ £ 1 g: It is easy to check that
G12G;, ( ) hasthe follow ing fom :

1; L]\ Loi2l= i
G12G =
12 G2 x) %(—2X+ 2% ); Lo 1]\ Ly 2l= ;716 ;:

IfG12G,( )= 1 ,thena]scﬁl ﬁz[ ]= 1 .M ore precisely, we have
the ollow ing proposition :

P roposition 3.1 If [ ;7 11\ [,; 21= ;, then £, £,XK]1= 1, fr
allX 2 H:
Proof: W ithout loss of generality we may suppose 1 < _,: Choosing
F = BZ; > 0;£> 0; we then have due to P roposition 2.7 that for all
X 2H;

EiX Fl+ E2F]

=E8,X + BZl+E,[ BZ]

E1K 1+ E [ B{1+ Ex[ B{]

B, X1+ 2t st
Letting ! 1 ;weobtamﬁl ﬁZD(]= 1

I [ 17711\ [,; 2] is not empty we have the follow ing theorem , which
isthem ain resul of this paper.

Theorem 3.2 Let ﬁl[ ] andﬁz[ ] be the two G -expectations on the
space ( ;H ); which have been de ned above. IfG 12G,( ) & 1 , then



ﬁl ﬁz[ ] is a G -expectation on ( ;H ) and has the driver G2 G ,; ie.,
By E,l ]=E\G1 g, [ It

Let us rst discuss Theorem 32 in the special case.

Lemma 3.3 Let [ ;7 1] [, 2]:Then G12G2( ) = G( ), aswellas
B, Eol 1=Bi[ I

Proof: W e already know that G12G,( ) = G( ); s0 i remains only to
prove that ﬁl ﬁz[ ] =ﬁ1[ ]: For this we note that, rstly, by choosing
F = 0 In the de nition ofﬁl EAz;wegetﬁl EAZ ﬁi; i= 1;2:

O n the other hand, due to P roposition 2.8 we know that EAl EAZ : Thus,
from the subadditivity of E1[ J;

B'X Fl+E,F] EiX FIl+E,F] E/XLF2H:

Consequent]y,ﬁl ﬁz[ ]=ﬁ1[ ]. Thus, Theorem 32 holds true in this spe—
cial case.
Thecase [ ;7 1] [ ;7 2]can betreated analogously.

T he situation becom es m ore com plicate if neither [ ;; 1] [, ;_%] nor
[,i 2] [4; 1]:W ithout bssofgenerality, we supposethat [ ;711" [, 2]
= [,; 1]:In thiscase

_ 1 o4 2 _ . .
G12G2(X)—§(_1X _2Xx )= G3K); x2R;
where G3 = Giz,.fl.By EA3[ ] we denote the G -expectation on ( ;H ) wih
driver G3 ( ). The above notations w ill be kept for the rest of the paper.
Our ain jsmpmvethatﬁl EAZ[ ]=ﬁ3[ IB

The proof is based on Theorem 413 In Peng’s paper [19]; this theo—
ram characterizes the intrinsic properties of G B rownian m otions and G —
expectations.

Lemma 3.4 (see Theorem 4.1.3,Peng [19]) Let ). o be a process

de ned in the sub-expectation space (S; I¥;E) such that

@ By = 0;

(i) Foreach t;s 0;the hcrament ¥, s B¢ hasthe sam e distribbution as

B and is independent of &, ;B ; u5By ), Prall0 4;uyt,  tn 1:

(il) B [Fe]= B[ B¢l= O;and linyo B[S 7k ' = O:

Then &) o iSa G Brownin motion with 2 = EF?]and _? =
Bl I?f]:

In the sequel, In order to prove Theoram 32 we will show that the inf-
convolition ﬁl ﬁz [ ]isa sublinear expectation on ( ;H ). Thiswillm ake



Lanma 34 applicabl. M ore precisely, we will show that under the sub-
linear expectation ﬁl ﬁz[ ] the canonical process B): ¢ satis es the

assum ptions of Lemma 34 for™ = ~1;_ = _,:This has as consequence

that Bt)t o Isa G_, ;- -Brownian motion under ﬁl ﬁg[ ]; and i plies
that£; Ep[ 1=Es[ I:

P roposition 3.5 Under the assum ption [ ; ;_1]T [, 2]1= [, 1] the
infoonvolution ﬁl ﬁz[ ] is a sublinear expectation on ( ;H).

Proof: (@) M onotonicity: The m onotonicity is an inm ediate consequence
of that of the G -expectation ﬁl [ 1:

() P reservation of constants: From the preservation of constants prop-—
erty and the subadditivity of EAl ; we have

1 E,p
= mffl c Fl+E,Flo
F2H
=c+ mffE,[ FI+ E,F kg
F2H

c+ MEfEs[ Fl+ EsF Ig
F2H

c:

T he Jatter lines ollow from the fact that EA3 ﬁi;i= 1;2; and the subad-
ditiviy ofﬁ3:M oreover, by taking F= 0 in the de nition ofﬁl ﬁz clwe
get the converse inequality.

(c) Sub-addiivity: G ven arbirary xed X ;Y 2 H, In virtue of the sub—
additivity of ;[ JandS,[ 1, we have for allF;F, 2 H

EiX Y Fil+EyF10+ EiY  Fol+ EuF2]
E1X F1+ Fp)l+ E;F1+ Faol:

C onsequently,

B, B, Y+ B, By

nf fE;K Y Fil+ E,Fil+ EiY  Ful+ EuFolg
F1;F22H

nf fE;X F; Ful+ E,F1+ Folg
F1;F22H

=B, E,KI:

(@)F inally, the positive hom ogeneity is an easy consequence ofthat ofEAl [ ]
andE,[ 1.

T he follow Ing serdes of statem ents has as ob fctive to prove that the canon—
icalprocess Bi)r o satis esunder the sublinear expectation ﬁl ﬁz [ ]the



assum ptionsof Lemma 34.

Lemm a 3.6: Let’ be a convex or concave function such that’ B¢) 2 H ;
then B, E I Bo)l= Esl Bl

P roof: W e only prove the convex case, the proof forconcave ’ isanalogous.
If’ is convex we have according to P roposition 2.7 ,

Esl BOI=El (Wo)l=E [ Byl

By Proposition 2.8 we know that ﬁi[ ] ﬁ3[ ;1= 1;2; and consequently,
aloE; Ep[ ] Es[ It o X

On the other hand, since cbviously, E; E,[ ] Ei[ ]; we get, for convex
functions ’, EAl ﬁz [ By)l= ﬁ3 [ B+)]: Sin ilarly we can prove the con-—
cave case.

R em ark: From P roposition 3.5 we know already that ﬁl ﬁz[ ] is a sub—
linear expectation . Tthpﬁesﬁl EAz P]l= 0.From Lemma 3.6, we have

that ¥ = 0 is an optim al control when ’ is convex, while the optin al

controlisF =’ B:) when ’ is concave. M oreover,

A A

E; E;[ Bed=E; E;Bdd=0

B, E,BZl= 24 £, E,[ BZl= it

Lemma3.7:Wehave%tBtj3]! 0;ast! O:
Proof: Sihce ! (x) = k7 is convex, we cbtain due to Lemm a 3.6 that:

A

E1 E,BF1=EsBFI= FEH TS

where W )¢ ¢ is Brownian m otion under the linear expectation E. The
statem ent ollow s now easily.

P roposition 3.8: W e have
By E,f Be Bo)l=E; Eof Beo)li t s 0;/ 2CppR):

T he proofofP roposition 3.8 is rather technical. To In prove the readability
of the paper, the proof is postponed to the annex.

Lemma 3.9: Foreacht s,By Bjg isindependentof B¢, ;B¢ 5By, )
under the sub-linear expectation ﬁl ﬁz[ ], oreachn 2 N;0 {5t
s, that is, orall’ 2 Cygp R 1)

Ep Ezl ByiBginiBg iBe Bs)l
= El EZ El EZ[’ (Xl;:::;Xn;Bt BS)]j(xl;:::;xn): (Btl;;;;;Btn)]:

10



W e shift also the proofofLemm a 3.9 to the annex.
W e are now able to give the proofof Theorem 32:

Proof (of Theorem 3.2): It is su cient to apply Lemma 34. Due
to the above statem ents, we know that the canonical process Bi)r o is
a G-Brownian m otion under the sublinear expectation EAl ﬁz[ ]: Conse—
quently ﬁl ﬁz[ ] isa G -expectation on the space ( ;H ) and hasthe driver
G12G2 = G_Z;_1:

G iven n sublinear expectations EAl; :::;EAn we de ne iteratively

B, B, Bs= B, By Es;

HH ﬁk = Cﬁl ﬁz 2 By 1) Ex; 3 k n:

=1
-

=y
[\S]

Then from Theoram 32 it follow s:

i il i n; and denote by ﬁi[ ] the
_,; ;- expectation on the space ( ;H ):Then under the assum ption
ril=1 L7116 ;5 EAl ﬁz HH EAH[ ] also is a G -expectation and has the
driverG_ ;- G __;, = G__;, :M oreover, for any pem utation i ; ::5 iy
of the naturalnum bers 1,...,n it holds:

Corollary 3.10: Let O

B, B Enl 1=Ey E, By ]
Tn —_ . A A A
Rem ark: If ,_ ;[ 4; il isempty, then E; E; :u: Ejf ]T= 1 , other-
wiseE; E, :w: E,[ lisa G, -expectation,where [ ;7]= L [ ;i il

4 A nnex

4.1 ProofofP roposition 3.8

W e begin w ith the proof of P roposition 3.8. For thiswe need the ollow Ing
two Jemm as.

Lemma4.l:ForallT > Oand allX 2 Ht;we have

nf ff;X Fl+E,Flg= mfff1 X Fl+ E,F Lt
F2H F2H

11



Proof: From H ¢ H we see that

nf fEX Fl+E,Flg hfff;KX Fl+ E,F Io:
F2H F2H

T hus it rem ains to prove the converse inequaliy.
F irst we notice that, due to P roposition 2.8 and the subadditivity ofﬁ3,

forany F 2 H,
E;FHoJ+Ei[ FH.] EsFHoI+Es[ FHo] O:

Consequently, forallX 2 Ht and allF 2 H ;

Ei1X Fl+EF]
=E1E1X FH: I+ E;F]
=B XK +E; [ FH I+ E,F]
=E1XK (E[FH:D+E[E [ FHI
B E1[ FHo I+ E,E,FH 1l
Ei1X (E{[FH:DI+E[E[FH.I
nf fE1 X Fl+ E,F I:
F2H

T he statem ent now follow s easily.
Lemma 4.2: ForallX 2 H{;0 s t; the ©llow iIng holds true:

nffE; X Fl+E,Flg= mffE,X Fl+ E,F lo:
F2H¢ F2HS

Proof: Firstly, from Hf Hy, we have, cbviously, forallX 2 H§;

nffE. XK Fl+E;Flg nffliX Fl+ B F lo:
F2H. F2H?
Secondly, forany X 2 Hf andF 2 H, we can suppose w ithout loss of gen—
erality thatX =’ By Bg;:u3By, Bg)andF = CBth;Btg;:::;Btg;Btl
BsiuyBy, Bg); where tg;:::;tg 2 [0;s]; iust, 2 [B;thnyk 2 N7 2
Cpup R™) and 2 Cygp R™TK).

To sim plify the notation we put:

Yi= BuiBpinyBw)iYa= By BsiuiBy  Bs)ix= XijXzjnixg):

12



EiX Fl+E,F]

=E,B. [ (¥2) (1Y) Hll+ EoF ]

=E1E10 (o)  &Y2)lhev, 1+ EoF ]

=Ei[E1l (V2) &Y+ Exl &;Y2)] Exl ®iY¥2)Ddkev, 1+ E2F ]
Ei[nf K Fl+E;Fl Eo[ &i¥2)ley, ]+ E2F )

= F?Hfsfﬁlﬁ Fl+t B, F g+ B10 B2 &i¥2)Thev, ]
+Eo B[ ®5Y2) v, ]

22
nf fE1KX Fl+ E,F Lt
F2HS

T hus the proof is com plete now .
Now we are able to prove P roposition 3.8.

P roof (of P roposition 3.8): For arbitrarily xed s 0, we put By =
Bwus Bs;t 0:Then,cbviously, H, .= I, t 0;wherelf, isgenerated
by B¢ .M oreover, B, isa G -Brownian M otion under£; and £,:

A ccording to the Lemm as 4.1 and 42, we have the follow Ing:

B, E,f By Byl
nf f£,7 By Bs) Fl+E,Flg

F2H$
= inf B, B. ) FI+E,Flg
F2H:¢ o
= inf fE,F Brs) FI+EFl
F2H¢ ¢

=E; Ef Bt o)

T hus the proof of P roposition 3.8 is com plete now .

42 ProofofLemma 3.9
Let us com e now to the proofof Lemm a 3.9, which we split Into a sequel
of lemm as.
Lemma 4.3: Forall’ 2 CL.h-pCRMl);n 2N and 0 ft;unt, s i
holds:

E1 E,l By iBriuiBy iBr Byl

Ei1 ExE; Eo[ &®i17u5xn;Be BS)]j(xl;:::;xn )= (Btl;:::;Btn)]:

13



Proof: Let X = " By ;B iu5By iBr Bg): W ithout loss of general-
ity we can suppose that ¥ 2 H has the fom CBtgiBtgiﬂ:iBtgiBtgH
BS;:::;B;% Bg); where O tl;:::;tn;tg;:::;tg s; t12+17’:’;§?1 s;m
k;m;k 2 N;and ’ 2 Cpp R™1); 2 Crpp R™):

For sin plifying the notation we put:

0 0
X1 = ®ijuyxn)ixe = (K7505%);Y1= By iBuinyBy )i

Yo= BujuyBp)i¥s= By = BsiuyBy  Bg):
Then

Ei1X FI+EFI=E1E1XK FHN+EEF Hs]
= E1E17 &®1Be Bs)  (X2;7Y3)a-vima=v, ]

+E,Eol ®27Y3) ooy, ]
=E1[E1lF ®1;Be Bs)  ®25¥3)]+ Ex[ ®27Y3)]

Eol &2;Y3)Ddovamo-vo 1+ E2 B2l ®27Y3) -y, ]
1I€1 Eol ®1;Be Bo)l Eol ®2i¥3)Ddievipo-vs,]
ErE2l ®27Y3)Heo-v,]
2B1 BE2P &1;Be Bg)lk-v,]

A A .
2B Eol ®i7u5x0iBe Bs) D juma)= @y B o) 12

>

+

1

o> o>

E
1 E

Hence, we get

E; E,l ByiBupiuyBy iBr Byl
By ExEr Bzl &i739%0iBt Bo) ki juuma)= @, jumo) IF

The proofofthe Lemm a 4.3 is com plete now .

Let Lip®R");n 2 N; denote the space of bounded Lipschitz functions
" 2 LipR") satisfying:

J&® "I Ck vyl xy2RY;
where C is a constant only dependingon ’ .
T he proofthat

E;1 Eal ByiByiuiBy iBr Bg)l

Ep EzBEr BEal &i735%0iBt Bo) ki jumme)= @y 800 ]

ismuch m ore di cul than that of the converse inequality. For the proof
we need the follow ing statem ents.

14



Lemm a 4.4:W eassum ethattherandom variable’ B¢ ;By, By ;5B
By, ,),wiht; tui;1i=1;u23n 1;n2 Nand’ 2 LipR"); satis esthe
follow ing assum ption: there exist L ;M Ost. 3 L,and’ x;y)= 0O,
forall ;y)2 [ M ;M F R™ 1:

W e de ne

Ay A

®) :=E1 Ez[ &®iBy, ByjuiBy, By )]
= jm‘:; g5, 7 x;By, Byj;uyBy By ) FI+ E>F o
F2H !

Then we have the existence of an "-optin al © (x) of the form (X;Btzo

Btl;:::;BtE+1 By), ie, Porany "> 0 wecan nd a nite dinensional

function  x; ) 2 Gaup ®RYHY;1 1; such that, or suitable tg;::::;t%rl 4,

) = E1[ ®;By, By;uiBy By )
(x;Bf?o Btl;:::;Btf+l B )]
+8,[ ®By ByiuyBp Byl

satis es

Proof: Shee’ 2 LipR"), we nd orany " > 0 some su ciently large
J 1lst.Prallx;x2 Rwih kK gj 2%it:ho]dsj{ x;y) '’ ®;y)] "=6:
Wethen et M = x9 x1 uir Xg = M jbesuch that k4541 x53=
2%; O 3 J 1:
On the other hand, for every xed j there are socme m 4 1, tiys =}
@ i my)and * 2 Cyyp R™I 1);such that
(x4) B, r 23;Br, BygjuiBy, By )
“ By, BuiwiBy,,; Byl
+E\2[XjCBt2;j Btl;:::;Btmj;j By )]

(x5) + "=6:

Since there are only a nite number of jwe can nd a nie din ensional
finction denoted by  (x4;y); v 2 RY; st. Preach xed 3 (x3; ) 2
Ciup RY) and

(xj;Bi.?o By 313;Bt§

+ 1

By)= By, BuiuiBg ., Byl

0 0 S
where £t; 5t ;9= = LI nnt 519+

15



W ith the convention Xg;y)= (&g;v)= 0;y2 Rl;we de ne

8
X341 X X Xs
2 X]]+ 11 = x57Y) o ij &®5+15Y)7 X2 Kyix31);
&iy) = 0 3 J 1;
0 otherw ise:

Obviusly, x;y)2 Cyup R¥1).
W e now Introduce € k) :
= E17 ®;By, ByiuyBy By ,) ®iBy ByiuyBy Byl

+ﬁ2[ (x;Btg Bt1i=3=?Btf+ By)l:

1

Ifx 2 [M;M);’' & )= 0and &; )= 0:Consequenth ) = 0:
M oreover, from P roposition 35 wehavethat orx 2 [ M ;M Jalso ()=
0:Then €)= (&)= Owhenx 2 [ M ;M ]; and we have also € (x;)

x4)] "=6 breach j. W e also recallthat, forall0 j J 1landall
X2 Ryix501];

7 &;y) 7 (k5;y)3 "=6; rally 2 R" ':
O ur ob ective is to estim ate
1° ) ®)J T ®5)3+ 7 ®9) x)F
For this end we notice that, w ith the notation:
Y1= By ByiuyBy By 1)iYa= By ByiuyBe o By);

we have from the de nition of (x) and (x4) and from the properties of
ﬁl EAZ as sublinear expectation:

j &) &3 B BoH GYi) &yv)J "6
On the other hand, since ¥ ;Y1) " x4;Y1)] "=6;

) &)
= £10 &5Y1) Y21+ Eol &Y (x9)3
JEL P &5;Y1) Y]+ Bl &iYp)]  (ky) 3+ "=6:

16



Due to the de nition of (x5), the latter expression without m odule is
non-negative. T hus,

3¢ &) ®5)3J
Byl x47Y1) &;Y2)]+ Eo[ %;Y2)] x4) + "=
NI SR X , X X5
B 2T ¢ ky5Ye) (R5i¥a)) b ——— (34 15Y1)
X1 X5 X3+l X5
A X9+ 1 X X X4
&g+ 15Y2) 1+ Eo[——  (x4;¥2) + x4+ 1:Y2)1]
Xi+1  %j Xi+1  %j

(x5) + 2"=6

X9+ 1 X A , A

— [ &47Y1) ®4:Y2) ]I+ Eo[ (x4;Y2)] x4)g

Xjr1  Xj
X X] A A

+—fE1 [ &3+ 15Y1) ®y+17Y2) ]+ Eo[ ®Ry+17Y2)] x4)g
ESTERE S

+ 2"=6:

Hence, due to the choice of *3 and  *i+1,
3© ®) (x5)J 5"=6:

T his Jatter estin ate com bined w ith the fact that for j (x) x5)] "=6
then yields
1€ &) )3 "=

TheproofofLemma 44 is com plete now .
Lemma 44 allow s to prove the follow ing:

Lemma 4.5: Let” 2 LipR") be bounded and such that, for some
realM > 0; supp (") [M;M] R" l:Then,ﬁ)raJlO bt b G,
E/:\l E\Z[, CBtl;Btz Btl;:::;Btn Btn 1):I
=E; E;E; Eol ®jBy, ByiuyBy By, k=5, 11
P roof: F irstly, it ollow s directly from Lemm a 4.3 that:
E; E,F ByiBy, ByiuyBy By )]

By E,E; Eof ®iBy, ByjuiBy By Ilkep, 1t @

Secondly, from Lemma 44 we know that for any " > 0 there is some
2 Cipp R™ 1) such that € x) ®)j ";Prallx 2 R;where ©(x) and
(x) have been Introduced In Lemma 44 .

DuetoLenma4.l,ﬂ’1erejseCBtgo;::::;BtEo)2Htl;O tg);:::;t](? 4;k2 N,
such that
£1l By) CBw;i=Bw)l+ E2PBw;myBw)] By B[ By)lj "

17



Fortg;:::;‘cg+l ty from the de nition of ©(x) n Lemnma 4.4 we put

o(x)=ﬁ2[ (x;Bt,?o Btl;:::;Bti1 By )]
and
F= BoiBg BuiwBy, Bu)t CBwimnBw)  By):
N otice that
E2F Hgl= ©Bw;myBw)
and

Eif BBy, By;uwBy By ,) FHyl= €@y) B ;B )

T hen, due to the choice ofeCBtgo; ::::;Btﬁo);

A A

E, E,r By iBy, BgyiuiBy By )]
Eif ByiBy, ByjuyByg By ,) FI+
€1l By) SBw;mBw)]+ B, BwimyBw)) + "

ﬁl[’CBtliBtz By By, By ;) F
Eil By) ©SBwimyBw)l+ "
E;EL1l By By, ByiuyBy By ;) FHgll
Eil By) €@ ;B )+ "
=E1[®Br) SBwimyBw)] Eil By) SBwimBw)l+ "
1§ By) ©S@e)i+ "
2"

From the de nidon of in Lemma 44 and the arbitrarinessof " > 0 it

follow s then that
E/:\l E\Z[, CBtl;Btz Btl;:::;Btn Btn 1):I
ﬁl ﬁz E\l ﬁz [’ (X;Btz Btl;:::;Btn Btn l)]j<=Btl ]]:

This together w th (1) yields the w ished statem ent. The proofof Lemm a
45 is com plete now .

In the next statem ent we extend Lemm a 4 5 to generalfunctionsof L ip R™) :

Lemma 4.6: Let’ 2 LipR"), n 1; and t, th 1 I ] 0:
T hen



Proof: Let L > O be such that ¥ j L:G iven an arbitrarily argeM > 0
wede ne, rally 2 R® 1;

S " &iy)i x2 [ M;M]
o T(M;y)M + 1+ x); x2 [ M 1; M ]
e(X’Y)'_g TMGY)M + 1 x); x2 M;M + 1]
t0; otherw ise:

O bviously, & satis es the assum ptionsof Lemma 4.5.

Letting
e%x)=E; E,[e®;By, By;uiBy By ;)]
and
®)=E; El ®;By, BgysuyBy Be )
we have
. 0 X
J x) BRX)J
= £, E,r ®;By, BygiuiBy, By ;)]
E;, Eje(;By, By;uyBy By ;)03
£y B, ®By, ByiuyBy By )
ex;By, Bgs;uyBy By )7
2L , .
M X
C onsequently,

£1 B2l Byl B E,°Bu) Er Eif By) €°Bu)]
~ 2L 2L Ao A
1 Ex[By
O n the other hand, from the de nition of & we also obtain
2[’ CBtl;Btz Btl;:::;Btn Btn 1)]
1 E;e®y By, ByiuyBy By )1

E; ExJ By iBy, ByiuyBy By )
B¢y iBr, BgiuiByg By ()1

¥, E
)

2L/\ A
M_El Es By J:

Thus, since due to Lemma 4.5

B, E,fe®yiBy, By;uiBy By )I=E; E,E'®))
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weget by lettingM 7 +1 the relation

E; Eolf By iBy, ByiuiBy By ;)]

= E; E;E; Eol ®By ByjiuiByg By )l I

TheproofofLenm a 4.6 iscom plte.

Lemma 4.7: Forall’ 2 LipR"® );n 1;and0 4 & o tywe
have

[£a)

1 EoF By, ByiuyBy By )]

1 ExE1 Exl (¥iBy, ByiuiByg By )13=s., B ]

2

Proof: Lemma 42 allow s to repeat the argum ents of the Lemm as 43 to
46inH :TheresulofLemma 4.7 then Hlows.

Finally, we have:

Lemma4.8:Let’ 2 LipR™?);n land 0 t;u53t, s:Then

£, By iBoinyBe iBr Byl

1 2
=FE; EyE; Eol X17:5%x,;B¢ BS)]j(Xl;Z!!;Xn):(BtliBtZ;:::;Btn)]]:
Proof: W ithout any lossofgenerality we can suppose0 & b S i
Then thereissome & 2 Lij“+l) such that’” By ;B 7:%By, /Bt Bs) =
eBy By, ByiuyBy By ,iBt Bs) 2 He:W ith the notation x
X1;u5x%xp);and dueto the Lemmas 4.1 to 4.7 we have

E1 Ex[ By BBy ;B Bg)l

=E; ExEByiBy, ByiuBy, By iBr Bs)l

=E; ExE; ExfeX;Bt BS”j{z(Btl;Btz By, 7B, By, 1)]]
=E; ExE:1 E2[ ®iBt Bs)]j<=CBtl;Bt2;:::;Btn)]]
=E1 ExEr Eol ®i7u5%0iBt B o)l jummn)= Be, e, B o) 112

TheproofofLemm a 4.8 iscom plkte now .

Let usnow com e to the proofofLemm a 3.9.

Proof (of Lemma 3.9) : In a rst step, we will prove that for each
"2 Cp ®R™1!) there exists a sequence of bounded Lipschitz fiinctions
("n)n 1 such that

EiJn ByiBgitiBg iBr Bs) " ByiByinyBg iBe Bl
' 0; as N ! 1:
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For this end we put
k&)= ®*"N)_ (NN  1; x2Rj;

and
"w XiiunXne1) = " (y X)) ®ne1))g
and we notice that
®T

¥ k ®)3J N forallx 2 R:
O bviously, the functions ’ y are bounded and Lipschiz, and, m oreover,

Tn Ki7suuxnr1) 7 Kiiuyxae1)d

T & &®1)iavk &) \(>7<1;:::;xn+1)j

u 1,
Xyt
N2
=1
. . qE n+1 .
Ca+ ¥ F + it Kor 1 T) o kit
;

N

u
Ca+ ¥ F + st koo T)E

where C and m 0 are constants only depending on ’ .The@,jnvjrtue of

the njtenessofEAl[(l+ Bl + i+t By, '+ Be BsT)( ?=1:Bti:f+
1

B stq)E];weget

EiJy ByiBgiuiBe, iBe Bs) " ByiBgiuyBgiBe Bg)d ! 0O
asN 1

Let X1 = Xi1;:5%%Xp) and Y1 = By ;B 7By, ): Then, due to our above
convergence resul,

£, Bl y (1;Be Be)l B E,F (¥1;Be Bo)lj
ﬁl E\ZUN ¥1;Br Bs) 7 (¥1;B: B

EiJn 01;Br Bs) " ({17Br Bs)d
' 0;, as N ! 1;

and, from Lemma 4.3,

1 Bl y ®17Be Bs)lky-v, ]l

E1 Exl 1Bt Bo)li-v, 113

E1 E2E; Exn ®17Be Bs) ' ®17Be Bo)Jdki-vi]
E1fw (1Bt Bs) ’ (Y1;Br Bg)J

' 0; as N ! 1°:

A
1 E»
A A
E; E;
A
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O n the other hand, from Lemm a 4.8 we have
51 Byl y By BBy iBe Bl
E\ Ay

1
A A .
=E1 ExE1 Eoly &iiu9xniBe  Bo) Ik jumn)= @, 8o, B o) IF

Combining the above results we can conclide that
1 E2l By iByiuiBg ;B Bs)l
=E; EsE; Eol (i7:5%niBe B s) iy i )= ® oy B, 52258 ) 10
T he proof is com plete now .
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